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DETAILED ACTION 

The description is objected to as being improper. The reference to claim 1 in line 
5 on page 1 should be deleted since the description should provide a basis for the 
claims and not vice versa. 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 1 1 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. 

It is unclear how drives 36 and 37 are constructed and interrelated. It appears 36 
may rotate 17 through 41-44 but it is unclear how 37 is connected to gears 41-43 and 
how 43 is connected to 18 to pivot 18. See the specification, page 8. Clarification is 
required. 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 9/7 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 
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Regarding claim 9/7, "the racks" lack a clear antecedent basis rendering the 
claim indefinite. Note the racks are first set forth in claim 8. It appears claim 9/7 should 
depend from claim 8. 

Regarding claim 10, while 112 sixth paragraph permits a means plus function 
format 112 second paragraph requires the elements be correlated to define an 
operative device. Thus the means in the instant claim should be positively correlated 
with the structure in claims 7 and 8. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action. 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 7, 8, 1 0, 1 1 and 1 2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Harsch, et al. in view of Corery, et al. 

It would have been obvious to substitute a two piece pivoting arm for each x-y 
arm in Harsch in view of the teaching in Corery. Note these arms would be mounted on 
the uprights between the presss in Harsch in view of the offset mounting in Corery. 

Regarding claim 8, whether one used two screw drives for each arm drive in 
Harsch as modified by Corery as used in Corery or racks and pinions for each arm drive 
similar to 10, 11 and 12 in Harsch would have been an obvious matter of design and/or 
choice since screw drives and rack and pinion drives are equivalents. 

Regarding claims 10 and 11, note 26 in Harsch. 

Regarding claim 12, 26 in Harsch also meets the second drive. 
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Claim 9/8 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Donald Underwood whose telephone number is 571- 
272-6933. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thursday 7:30-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Saul Rodriguez can be reached on 571-272-7097. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Donald Underwood/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3652 

041908 



